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THE EFFECT OF LIBRARY INSTRUCTION LEARNING ENVIRONMENTS
ON SELF-EFFICACY LEVELS AND LEARNING OUTCOMES
OF GRADUATE STUDENTS IN EDUCATION

Penny Beile, Associate Librarian
University of Central Florida

Purpose: Mary Kennedy (1997) suggests that issues involving access to information
have contributed to the perceived lack of connection between educational research and
teacher practice. Traditional approaches have focused on ameliorating physical distance
to information, but Kennedy proposes teachers also experience conceptual distance.
Teachers simply are not accessing the body of scholarly literature available to reflect on
or improve their professional teaching practices. Although Kennedy does not investigate
why this is occurring, other studies have indicated students do not possess the requisite
skills to effectively access and retrieve needed information (Fox and Weston, 1993;
Greer, Weston, and Alm, 1991; Maughan, 2001).

Additionally, an increasing number of distance classes, programs, and degrees are
currently being developed and offered in colleges of education, and teacher education
programs and libraries are collaborating to find ways to provide quality library instruction
to the off-campus user. Although many libraries are creating web-based library tutorials
to accommodate these students, little research has been performed to investigate the
effectiveness of web-based library and information skills tutorials as compared to library
instruction conducted in a traditional classroom setting.

The purpose of the study was to examine the effectiveness of three learning
environments: campus-based students who attended a classroom library instruction
session, campus-based students who completed a web-based library tutorial, and distance
students who completed a web-based library tutorial on library skills self-efficacy levels
and learning outcomes among graduate students of education. A component of
Bandura’s (1977) social cognitive learning theory, self-efficacy is generally defined as
the belief in one’s ability to successfully perform a given behavior. Partly on the basis of
self-percepts of efficacy, people choose what to do, the amount of effort to invest in
activities, and how long to persevere at them. Self-efficacy research is meaningful as it is
hypothesized that increased time spent at task may translate into better performance and,
in turn, positively impact performance outcome.

Three hypotheses for the study were:
1) Higher levels of library skills self-efficacy would be positively correlated to
" higher scores on a library skills quiz.
2) Library skills self-efficacy levels would increase after treatment, but would not
significantly vary across learning environment.
3) Library skills quiz scores would increase after treatment, but would not
significantly vary across learning environment.



Sample: Participants were 49 masters, doctoral, and certificate-seeking students (40
females, 9 males) enrolled in one of three sections of a graduate-level research methods
in education course at a mid-sized, urban university. The research methods course was
selected as multiple sections are offered each semester, at least one is wholly web-based,
and all students enrolled in the course are expected to complete a review of the literature.
Participants were selected based on the criteria of enrollment in the course, anticipation
of receiving formal library instruction, and agreement to participate in the study.

Methodology: Treatment consisted of three levels: group 1 - campus-based students
who attended a classroom-based library skills session, group 2 - campus-based students
who completed a web-based library tutorial, and group 3 - distance students who
completed a web-based library tutorial. There were two within-subjects factors, library
skills self-efficacy levels and knowledge of library skills. Self-efficacy scores were
determined by responses on a library skills self-efficacy scale and library skills levels
were indicated by performance on a test of library skills.

The survey was administered immediately prior to instructional session to assess
students’ levels of self-efficacy and knowledge of library skills. Testing was repeated
approximately six weeks after the instructional session. Classroom-based instruction
consisted of 65 to 70 minutes of lecture and demonstration of relevant library databases
in the library laboratory. Hands-on time was allocated to enable students to immediately
apply the information. The web-based library tutorial consisted of four interactive
modules and participants spent an average of 80 minutes reviewing the tutorial.

Findings: To test hypothesis 1, a Pearson correlation coefficient was performed to
examine the relationship between pretreatment self-efficacy scores and pretreatment
library skills quiz scores. A significant correlation was found (r = .39, p < .05),
indicating a moderate positive correlation between the two variables. Likewise, a
Pearson correlation coefficient calculation revealed a similar relationship between final

. self-efficacy levels and final library skills scores (r = .39, p <.05). Thus, hypothesis 1
received support in that as library skills self-efficacy levels increased, so did scores on a
test of library skills.

Covariate analyses require that the covariate be significantly related to the dependent
variable. Similarly, multivariate analyses assume that multiple dependent variables are
related. As such, a Pearson correlation coefficient was performed to determine if the
model’s covariates and dependent variables were related. Pretreatment self-efficacy
levels were significantly correlated with posttreatment self-efficacy levels (r = .56, p <
.05) and pretreatment library skills quiz scores were significantly correlated with
posttreatment library skills quiz scores (r = .49, p <.05). Prior library instruction was
significantly correlated with posttreatment self-efficacy levels (r = .30, p <.05) and
posttreatment library skills quiz scores (r = .28, p <.05), thus meeting the relationship
assumptions.

A repeated measures MANOV A was calculated comparing library skills self-efficacy
levels and library skills quiz scores at two different times; immediately prior to treatment



and approximately six weeks later. A significant effect was found for self-efficacy levels
(F(1,48) =47.72, p <.05). Follow-up dependent ¢-tests revealed self-efficacy levels
increased significantly from pretreatment (M = 68.88, SD = 19.92) to after library
instruction (M = 91.90, SD = 16.24). A significant effect was also found for library skills
quiz scores (F(1,48) = 124.11, p <.05). Follow-up dependent ¢-tests indicated library
skills quiz scores increased significantly from pretreatment (M = 58.78, SD = 13.86) to
post library instruction (M = 73.16, SD = 12.65). Both self-efficacy levels and library
skills quiz scores significantly increased after treatment. The first part of hypothesis 2,
which posited that library skills self-efficacy levels would increase after treatment, was
supported. Likewise, the first part of hypothesis 3, which posited library skills quiz
scores would increase after treatment, was also supported.

Dugard and Todman (1995) suggest in their analysis of repeated measures designs in
educational research that using pretreatment scores as covariates may provide a more
appropriate and informative analysis. As such, a MANCOVA was performed with
pretreatment self-efficacy levels and library skills quiz scores as covariates. Due to its
significant effect on final self-efficacy levels and library skills quiz scores, exposure to
prior library instruction was also analyzed as a covariate.

A MANCOVA, with treatment as the independent variable and pretreatment self-efficacy
levels, pretreatment library skills quiz scores, and prior library instruction as covariates
indicated a significant difference among the three levels of treatment (F(4,84) = 2.52, p <
.05). Univariate Fs, in between-subjects effects, revealed significant group differences on
final self-efficacy levels (F(2,43) =3.97, p <.05). Follow-up analyses indicated that
Group 3, distance students/web tutorial (M = 102.36, SD = 11.77) differed significantly
from Group 2, on-campus students/web tutorial (M = 83.68, SD = 18.09), (F(2,46) =
6.59, p <.05). Group 3 reported posttreatment self-efficacy levels 18.67 points greater
than Group 2. This finding did not support the second part of hypothesis 2, which posited
library skills self-efficacy levels would not vary across learning environment. No
significant differences were found on final library skills quiz scores (F(2,43) = 1.40, p >
.05), thus supporting the second part of hypothesis 3, which stated that library skills quiz
scores would not vary across learning environment. No matter the learning environment,
all participants demonstrated similar gains in library skills quiz scores.

Limitations: The fact that the library skills self-efficacy survey and library skills quiz
have yet to be validated with this sample is cause for concern. Also, the possibility that
the relatively small sample is not representative of the overall population of graduate
students in education must be acknowledged. Results of this study would be more
tenable by replication with a larger sample.

Conclusion: The purpose of the study was to examine the relative effectiveness of three
different library instruction learning environments on self-efficacy levels and learning
outcomes for graduate students in education. Regardless of the learning environment
examined, all groups significantly improved their library skills learning outcomes, as
indicated by scores on a measure of library skills.

()



The condition of exposure to prior library instruction does appear to offer a significant
effect on both pretreatment and posttreatment self-efficacy levels and posttreatment
library skills quiz scores. Although pretreatment library skills quiz scores were five
points higher on the average for participants who had received prior library instruction,
outcomes were not significant at the .05 level. This pattern suggests, however, that
repeated library instruction may have a cumulative effect on learning. If further
investigation clarifies this relationship, then support would be provided that students
could benefit from repeated library instructional opportunities throughout their academic
careers.

Perceived self-efficacy is a well-established construct that suggests that people are more
likely to engage in activities in which they feel efficacious. Further, the skills and
characteristics constituting the construct of self-efficacy are alterable by interventions
(Bandura, 1995). That is, students may learn to develop and increase affective factors
that are associated with performance. In this study, exposure to library instruction,
regardless of treatment, resulted in significantly greater levels of self-efficacy. Also,
students who felt more efficacious demonstrated higher scores on the library skills quiz.

Between-group patterns were not so easy to discern. Although differences in average
scores on the library skills quiz were not significant between groups, significant
differences were found in self-efficacy levels. Posttreatment self-efficacy levels between
group 2 (campus-based students who completed an electronic library tutorial) and group
3 (distance students who completed an electronic library tutorial) were significantly
different. Group 2 demonstrated the greatest learning gains, but reported the lowest self-
efficacy gains in between-group comparisons. There is not enough evidence to conclude
if learning environment differences, in the sense that campus-based students were
uncomfortable with the electronic tutorial, may be indicated for group 2, or if the self-
efficacy levels of group 3 were related to their experience and facility with web-based
learning environments.

Recommendations: From a practical perspective this study should prove valuable for
several reasons. First, as the growth of distance education continues, libraries and
colleges of education will continue to be challenged to deliver instruction that meets user
demand for mediating off-campus access to information resources. Utilizing online
tutorials as library support for distance research methods classes appears to serve students
very well. Distance students indicated they felt the tutorial was useful in assisting with
their review of the literature assignment, and one student noted that she used the tutorial
as areference, consulting it whenever she had a question or needed to refresh her
knowledge of database searching.

Second, an electronic library tutorial such as the one used in this study may produce the
same cognitive outcomes as classroom-based library instruction. The tutorial in this
study was used for on-campus as well as distance students, thus indicating it may be a
viable replacement for traditional library instruction sessions. As course syllabi become
increasingly more compressed an electronic tutorial may provide some relief by replacing
class time devoted to library instruction. Some of the fears of replacing face-to-face



interaction with a librarian seem unwarranted in terms of impact on academic
performance. These results may offer instructors a choice of strategies that can be
employed with students throughout their teacher education program.

Finally, regardless of learning environment, library instruction appears to positively
influence library skills self-efficacy levels and learning outcomes. Effective library and
information skills are fundamental to producing teachers who are informed managers of
the voluminous amounts of information that inundate us all daily, and who can search for,
retrieve, and critically evaluate information pertinent to their personal and professional
needs. As such, library instruction should be an integral part of all teacher education
programs.



References
Bandura, A. J. (1995). Self-efficacy: The exercise of control. New York: Freeman.

Bandura, A. J. (1977). Self-efficacy: Toward a unifying theory of behavioral change
Psychological Review, 84, 191-215.

Dugard, P. & Todman, J. (1995). Analysis of pre-test-post-test control group designs in
educational research. Educational Psychology, 15(2), 181-199.

Fox, L. M. & Weston, L. (1993). Course-integrated instruction for nursing students: How
effective?. Research Strategies, 11, 89-99.

Greer, A., Weston, L., & Alm, M. L. (1991). Assessment of learning outcomes: A
measure of progress in library literacy. College & Research Libraries, 52, 549-
557.

Kennedy, M. M. (1997). The connection between research and practice. Educational
Researcher, 26(7), 4-12.

Maughan, P. D, (2001). Assessing information literacy among undergraduates: A
discussion of the literature and the University of California-Berkeley experience.
College & Research Libraries, 62, 71-85.




U.S. Department of Education
Office of Educational Research and Improvement (OERI)
National Library of Education (NLE)
Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC)

REPRODUCTION RELEASE

(Specific Document)

I. DOCUMENT IDENTIFICATION:

Title: Vo TGk !56 WMD Totvuction- Lw% TAOUBw py ot &
Sehcfé[pmu( (ouels and) Le@\u'»?\ Owtcore % 616dudt Sl v G4 £

Authors: [N mey M. Bele”

Publication Date:

Ppr| 2002

Corporate Source:

PAper @/M@ ot AECA 200z ww[ffwce_

Il. REPRODUCTION RELEASE:

In order to disseminate as widely as possible timely and significant materials of interest to the educational community, documents announced in the
monthly abstract joumal of the ERIC system, Resources in Education (RIE), are usually made available to users in microfiche, reproduced paper copy,
and electronic media, and sold through the ERIC Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). Credit is given to the source of each document, and, if
reproduction release is granted, one of the following notices is affixed to the documaent.

If permission is granted to reproduce and disseminate the identified document, please CHECK ONE of the following three options and sign at the bottom
of the page.

The sample sticker shown below will be
affixed to afl Levet 1 documents

The sampie sticker shown below will ba
affixed to all Lavel 2A documents

The sampile sticker shown below will be
affixed to all Lavel 2B documents

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL HAS
BEEN GRANTED BY

s’b‘(@\a

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)

Lavel 1
1

)

N

Check here for Leve! 1 release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfichs or other
ERIC archival media (e.g., electronic) and paper
copy.

DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN
MICROFICHE, AND IN ELECTRONIC MEDIA
FOR ERIC COLLECTION SUBSCRIBERS ONLY,
HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

\@
‘(\Q
6’0

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)

2A

PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AND
DISSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IN
MICROFICHE ONLY HAS BEEN GRANTED BY

Q\0
6’0‘(\

TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES
INFORMATION CENTER (ERIC)

28

Levtel 2A

Check here for Lavel 2A release, permitting
reproduction and discemination in microfiche end in
slactronic media for ERIC archival collection
subscribarg only

Documents will be processed as indicated provided reproduction

quality permits
if parmission to reproduce is grented, but no box io checkad, documents will bs procegsed

Level 28

!

Check here for Leve! 2B release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfiche only

.mLaval 1.

1 hereby grant to the Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC) nonexclusive permission to reproduce and disseminata this document
as indicated above. Raproduction from the ERIC microfiche or electronic media by persons other than ERIC amployaes and its system
contractors requires permission from the copyright hoider. Exception is made for non-profit raproduction by libreries and other service agencias
to satisfy information needs of educators in response to discrete inquiries.

b s Ll

Printad Neme/Position/Titlo;

Fepwy Hey le, ASSO/_ , Lbyavioan

Organization/Address: . B
oese| " D Ek Jhzdue  Wienadi
\ Cf}é/z b, £ 32576

Coutal

0T 823 SY¥S

do €23 FHSS

Frin (BT nail)-ser, | 4(7(0>

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI

‘\'lbk (over)



l. DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY INFORMATION (FROM NON-ERIC SOURCE): a

If permissionto reproduce is not granted to ERIC, or, if you wish ERIC to cite the availability of the document from another source, please
provide the following information regarding the availability of the document. (ERIC will not announce a document unless it is publicly
available, and a dependable source can be specified. Contributors should also be aware that ERIC selection criteria are significantly more
stringent for documents that cannot be made available through EDRS.)

Publist;gr/fistributor:

Address:

Price:

IV. REFERRAL OF ERIC TO COPYRIGHT/REPRODUCTION RIGHTS HOLDER:

If the right to grant this reproduction release is held by someone other than the addressee, please provide the appropriate name and
address:

Name: V\) )k

Address:

V. WHERE TO SEND THIS FORM:

Send this form to the following ERIC Clearinghouse:
ERIC CLEARINGHOUSE ON ASSESSMENT AND EVALUATION
UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND
1129 SHRIVER LAB
COLLEGE PARK, MD 20742-5701
ATTN: ACQUISITIONS

However, if solicited by the ERIC Facility, or if making an unsolicited contribution to ERIC, return this form (and the document being
contributed) to:

ERIC Processing and Reference Facility
4483-A Forbes Boulevard
Lanham, Maryland 20706

Telephone: 301-552-4200
Toll Free: 800-799-3742
FAX: 301-552-4700
e-mail: ericfac@ineted.gov
WWW: http:/lericfac.piccard.csc.com
EFF-088 (Rev. 2/2000)




